Ro t\o T^To-33004/99 



REGD.NO. D.L.-33004/99 


H TTJTT 'a®' jij-iiisr 

«H KCl SRT 

(The (Bazette of «3ndia 


3m m v\ 


EXTRAORDINARY 
*mT II—^snrs: 3—(tf) 

PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii) 

ytffcre K R 4 rarftra 

PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY 

4 1961] 3T^pr 12, 2011/3Trf^5R 20, 1933~ 

No. 1961 ] NEW DELHI, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 12, 2011/ASVINA 20,1933 




wi*(Rdl ftWR) 

Mft, 12 3*3^, 2011 

«Frr.3Tr. 2353 ( 31 ).—4h 4 ft-4tfro stfq 4 \<U?r f4t44^, 4<aSi Mf ^ M Ms 
wfc fcrftfe ^ 4 ^rt *itctt t, # Mr tot 3t4Mt 4 frokraf w4 

3TT5#T^ Wit f, OT ^TRrf 4 USSR) 37^T ^TcTFT ^ 444 4 4tfM 4 M M2 ^ 

ST^TOT 4 TT^- -m fM farf TJ8R ^ M TO fa 44 < 5 I TcTFT faRRR | 4ft R1M 4) 

^TO4w^)fal^4s4faOT^3k4faM5RT 15 ft 7 Tf #3 
4 tw |T3tt fa 4 h 4 fa-4tf4er w t42wt Id Ms, 4 aMrfarr rMIM Mi w 3 t<t4 
TOTfsfe 2 ch1^h Ott^) sk iM 20 % wit wjMr #Mw 50 % + toMsh 5 % fst (^r) 

3 k 10 % tt=53t^t (^Mt) io4t +k'Hi¥i) 3#faro, 1968 ^ wfa ^ MteOT 

^ IMr i xoit Mr, ^ ^cqT^ f^TRf?n •% fe-'=4f^T aik ^ 

f^4^cTtmteTTORf ^4TOT43TS4M4I4fttf^THTOTTO> sMlM MlRdtM ^ ifRTH 
^ TOT WIT <T*?T TTOT-M^Rfr ^ 4 Wt ^ HT* TO*tffa HH#TI MfaOT Tffafo ^ 

^4 4M M fa4 R*faT ^4 I TOR Mot 3TWm, 1968 ^ 3fafa *TO TOTTT M 

4Hl TROT TOTFTO, ^T. 3TROT* TOT 4M fa-4ll4d FRJ fa£°Kl NGH^krai 41 Msfcft 'Wff ^ 

tMM sra 3Mn 4 Mta TOrofa ^t ^rwiew, #pn 4 ^ akfa r* fiMt Mn TO 3k 

4 37TOT? ^T WFT "IMt «TI I 4t4t3T^ 4 ^F ^RT MlT % *t T^T, 4^41t-4lfTO ^ ^VMvi4), 

^Tt ^ dIMM t, ^ ^f ^T TFt t I 

tMlTOt % 1968 (W^^344Mq^^4w^)^^9(3)^3f^3IFTT 

?^t^ 45 fl eMU{ m4)^ot nfi# (fM aroft^ ttt) FRT^rrf ^TR3k 
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fet tfe d$4>lftdl felRr (pfe g=T5T SfntT Sr *ra t ar?T feT) at toad^l Sr 

Pirtoferui araar tor ato % wito w ^tor femrito Sr ait t warm Sr am i 

<\ 

to aafe antor t 30.06.2010 at rwajar 3 tor 3ioSf tsar it Sr 

,a??RiH iJFMkfi fetor t tofer ato Sr fen dfef?i afto ato an feta fear to 
3a=cT afefe ^ aito «rr few fear to 3itor ftntt 3mtr at warr fe i 

o 

to aafe 3HTtt t sFJT?T: 24 to 27.01.2011, 22.02.2011 to 27.04.2011 
at tow artor 3l4tt 3l5Sf to 3T8Sr toat t into w fear fear aar 3?aiSt 
(i) utrnfefas Satf4«H (m?3) (») utofeffe 20% nto antoaw to (iii) aafeftfert 
10 % topra (stor) lOfe Sr fen tot featfto ana tlta?iw fefeo, fet tot 
SKm-H, at toad toa toftan t feaa tot Sra Stoma toft an 3ntorfe toft 

>3 O 

t, sawr tor Softm-mi Mdiuma at aifto to /fewa ato an feta fear aaffe 
tofear Mfifeal at 3mm aw tofemr fear rmro tor fear aaT sjt aaT a?r sfr 
feta fear fe tofetorrrar e^kt 3mmf at tofear q^feaf aar tomm i fe anm 
(3ifear fenaaai) aar rmr Sr Smfeqm qrjiaf fe saasaar Sr aaaa feT 9(3) Sr 
3iata toferniarrm at tor ato f tomfa 50%+raaatoto 5% maatofto 5% 
Sift (tot/atto-ST/atto ST-505) aa tofemr arfto fear rsm/ferw fear am to 
fer St a? feta fear fe m to f toto 50%+ aramtfea 5% frfr Sa to airr aa 
9(4) tofertf at aifto fear dium/fer+d fear amar i 

to safe 3 Titor fe feanftfe aar ftanS ar 3qH®a artor a? few ato Sr 
aia affto fe aifer Sr 15 fer Sr tor arrmr ato Sr fen 25 . 05.2011 at Sftma 
(fet to tot fe-tlfea ana ttwaa fefeo, Sr rm t mar maT ar) at ttor 
to feaT aar ar fe fezarera? 3rfefearr, 1968 fe fer 27(2) tr 3 iHtH ?ifefrat aa 
tola ato ttoa rrraar afeT stoaw 3cto tg fe^feiar arfefeaa, 1968 fe 
fer9(3) tr toto atof at to tofera afeaaa ferra aaf to fear fer i 

to aafe Sferrr t ato atof t arw? l r ato Sr fen 3 awriF aa arfetor 
rma tor ferr wr 3 cdT to Sg 30.6.201 1 rrar aa rma ftor aar 1 

to rsiafe Hand fe aftofea ato afe tot 53 a nttfenwr t ftofe 
27.06.2011 Sr aa t toft+d wtoa fe to fe war arrm gra 3 t atfto aa ftofe 
30.06.20llat nrrfife feia fetr 1 


[**PT 11—3*5 3(ii)] W WT? : 

" ' =====---=...—. Z=p$sz ....... '■ -== =tt-. = 

11.07.2011 ft; W#g qy qq ggRT ftftTRr aft a t l c l ftaH 
dfdlft.jt ftq 3TTf cWt 10.08.2011 aft Wdlft # Tift I 

aftr sraft; iluy-H aa ul^dRJrd aRsft areft ^ 3 a kRftRuidu £ fc-nia* 
0i.08.20ii ft; w 3«ft7J ftRir ft; tu-ci i fta fi ft;qa; m # #r qf?r iftsfr aft afr aar 
q?: f g r &Fi aR?r w gw i ft-H sft afar* aft aaa i 

‘ 3ftr sraft; fct5Tf^» 10 . 8.2011 aft araaift # ircrro # tras # trcuft, 

irafr ftftitar wmft, aft irftir aft ariifta i y r g Tftr aftr tfraaftftt aftr 3m?ft ftft- 

H^P S 5T0 TTftOftrO WORT *3RT qRfUft* fiftdH ftaj W 3WT iSftror ft; arfc rfft ad 

dfdift'oft aft # 5 #fr aft sftc ft^a trit i 

3ftr sraft; 10.08.2011 ft; ajRnsaa; q*r saar arfcifftaa 2Rr»ft3r aftsT ira 3 ftr 
wh ciift arte 24.08.2011 fifttftfta aft arsr # Bum ft; awftlir qr 

^ o 

*?rf3]H aaft; 30.08.2011 3R ftar jrit i 

aftr sraft* fruqa ztaRt fcfta? 24.08.2011 ft; 3iq«ft qa # a tfc t lft a^ . gtftcta ftar 

w i , 

afta srafft; 30.8.2011: aft aq^T aififta war| aft qer«ft waft tfjftar asBiaft , aft 

«? O 

aft?T IRRR^H, aft 3)faJ4l<Hc| 7% 3 frc lfl31lftftt 3ft? 31R# <ft a^P ift 3F0 TOOftft) 

73TTRT J3RT ftftd-H ftaj 7HT I 

O s 

3fta sraft; ftxnra £r 3fR £ 30.06.20ii, 01 .O 8.2011 3fti 24.08.20ii ft; q*ft 
S^RT a*a 10.08.2011 3ftr 30.08.2011 aft aqssr a«H4l| # SftMfcIfiScI a^ma* 
Piciciol ft*U <IHi : 

(0 ft* arfaftRur ?ft urt 27 ft; 3RRar fSRrft; a^rta ftaia; 25.5.20H aft atffca 

o 

3 TTtr ffcn tpjt *rr, #? Mofi^ui l^nTcft^r ^ ijto rnr 3 TOR ^ Spfit 

o 

^tswRia* ft* 3qrzft7r ^ " 777573 - &rf?r 3imr wptf ft; f?w ftift sftf^w snftm 
# iRira5iT ^ Hrft* cUFaiiraa* aqftg^t ansir 3qraafr aftr a i i a i aa* ?t smr sjrt 
27 aa WT3 (2) 3ft 7305 (1) aa jquita $, 4 a? qrawsr t ft; 3fq5ft "saer ft; 
qftqnJT 3RraT usar uraar e^nr hirt fWtt "ft* aim q? 3Rrer "tisfaRw 
$ mr *rmtf # 37?' ftw^fRr wtaaq f?r ain if "m*z" ft ft; 3371 
ftftdwma; softer ftftd^nia; ftr?ft aa* wt ft; ftfq tspj? (1) ft* airnftcT ftsft, 

ftcHor/aqTftai ft; l^tr ^ta; ftar Jiar ft 3itrar ftwft ftRfr ®cift ft; ftlft 3Rrar sr 
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ffet # awaar t (i) it jffiaffiia f] aa aqaar M anfa 
( fte araa? af Moft'fH a% rt aar aR^ arr anfa artrar 3afr qsfiaRa nata qa 
af fi Rad aRit (atf nsia ftarr ttzit ft) arr anfa qrfta aR aareft f, at a? 
HRTpf #t ffi*% it, 3f% aRft I «RT 27 it ffittffta HR aqaaR 3Rf8TT3# aq 
3RRR3JT aft f^frarr aar f i a at %£ri a aP R sara "aff ahr # af" aftr a 
affitrt [3ar fa «jrt 27(2) it ra^RJn f) % aRr "qaafr -faRT aar i 
a&aa rrt^ it tna 27(2) #? a ram R a afaaat af rrj; aRit fr ffiq a>tf tfr 
aqaa f ^aaw aft f i 

(H) fa atfaa it j fa afi a a 3Rtaa afr 3Rt? qa f taRui it rtstt <% f? farr 3rftfaf% 
aritfcta; am £rt f at fa?fa aq%f aq fa raa aa f i % 

qf?r qsftaRsa affitci #e fanr fa araila 3TOR aft f I 3^0iaafv sta^ta 
f3iaan daiRt+K "aiaaonf^ 3tk qaait ar 3a^r qaifaq attr aasrr % aatr it 

... O' o 

3nataa> 3Rrar t^ffiafrar, 3qtt sfr f?at?r ft, erirt saf; aa r£t aftaT #r site: 
4? i &a i R tat f> qj ia nui % sq3 fr ac- a ma aar ft ^ftffid f i 
(iii) fKRfr «t $ar a% #r ffiq <ftf aiftftfa artrar ama aratna a fftt fq stt 
qqftaRnr fr arer # arffar aq afRT ffiar f i t af i a R^i affiffi ^ %t aJfrarT3# it 
str % fr faq frwa af arf faa af 2007 afR 2011 it 3aa staiEf ftr 
afraar amfitat 3 % attr 3 a# atftsTr # 1 afitfct 

27.6.2007 atr |t 227^t %a: # " aff l fct ^ f%T Mof i ^u i Tfl^a aRct 
aaa fa 3arcr # aasa aar qaii%T asit it 1%tt snaaaft # 3R%iit aft 
#r af «fr aar 3d^ta q^taRa af5it?r % qnf% Rrp fitSaf fi 3iaaR ^ a r 
af gafiar f % f%fr 3(T%ta aaaia aq fa jcmm! # "araa aaT qai1%r" ?r 
aitf aaa aft f 1 

(iv) af fa aa qa: a?ttw fa qsfiaRa afttct 3 aRT f%?tqa aftfct 

# af *ft Rrt4>i 3Tta8rar aft arftaqfr aa qf sit qffit arttaa # 
wa f%r ar aar t%pf f%r ar 1 310 ftofro a3R?m, afiaar afi1%aa( 
(sM) ar0f03(0q0 aai fro aa0f(0 saar, f&Ttqa %-i ^raaf ^a, 2010 

it afea t%?Wa af^rfpt $; aERa % aq it f%a=a f%T aar ar, 3ja, 2007 

it afea stfraTT aff% % aft mr «ti ft%a affile) # ftqtt (2010 ^t) it 
a^a # afitat at aar f% gf % afa it afa tft arraraar aiaairttRjaar 
aft at 1 faa> ara^r fasima affiffi ^ 3aa icMieff ar 3 % qr^taRsq it 
attf aastr# anft aft qrf 1 
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tm qiT V&m : 3RUVIF1 

(v) w % fH# 3153t # qsfltf*?! ^ftfcl ^r rr* 2 T q? «Tc* fcqT 3ftr 

TOT ftPTT % 33FcT 3r^<;t #T q^F^T #T ?TW^ # 3p^ ^RtZT ^TT 
^ 2fr i q^tero irfSrfcf £ ffa w fl$4>ifta i 

ferPT st^kt ‘Ifciiflfttff % H^fr# qiRpft ^ *w <r£ gxr fo^d fe w tfr 
# 7m % srasjp q^R-oT ifrfStfct £ % upfletfWUte 

hftfcm 4fPto>1 ^ w #r f?rTT f^fer 

Jr^ldt #T f^tt yfaq»d d^Mr q^ ^ foPTT aptfl 3fPt ^ 3fr 

ftrqr ^pjt % qotaRur ' crfSfa q? qsrrq ?ror aro^ arfct to 
TO3# # ^tott % 7m$ 4 T^frerWrte t^r^i h*it f*i% tftPraft #? 3 *h? 
% qfrf Here: sit 3ftr fH qqqr f?r 3rqi<s1 qif cfsr if <jft fRF £ gcr ^ qq 
qfff 3ffitt?*r Sfft S’ I" qf ?te %qr qqt % £sr if arrqRT # qvfTcTt if fST 
3cqr?t qq c^iiMit) 3qqt?r &n ef 3ttr '%qfr 3fs=ar £?r if st^r ?srqq qaftqH ' or 
%qr qqr it, qfa q? fH 3cqreff % qfa5jer qara q?£ #r 5>if ftqfi sift £ i 
qHfHWfqqiH io q%?iH off stfttpT if Jff qotaqw HfJift (itm % 3i8ff 
feqr if srter t^rzfr srai) o^tci ^itt q? ifq swrq qfct ?iH*e: f srar q?f tfr 

o 

Hfc %qr % qr fit qtfilqr qq qfff qfefqjeT qmq Hff.f I if gqisr 
qwif^H qqsSqrft q>f armrcfisr qsq f q=^rii^> qoffsRur «t ?sr 
3cqr<j,l ^r wffsn wsra oirf^ qr qsrarf qfa oftf^m if qftqut 3?qR: % *q 

o *s 

if srff # f i q^frrt>irq)W 50 qf^sin + fi i q v^qi r «H 5 qf?reicr ftff ^fffstqs 
% q'oiT<MUi % ?rav if sr ?fr 3qrr ?jqsir if 3ffr sr ft f^iltssi tsqff #> 
sprtfcjrcT ^ 3^rPi+ art-qqsr qr armi? qiqr ffnr f i f&stqsr «f3tf? ?rqr 
q^ffqqor wfJrfcf qq q? 3ffr fimirqftsr qq fJr<w 

f^r?ft qqr q^qr # HWiT if arRfqr a cR sirqi f, ttr aff t qqffftr q? qff 

o ^ 

fTOT qffqr if xraff 50 fr fl<s4i r fl<+. jtm qq 3rmiftH f, fiprif^K arfqrf q?r 
crsfi^ ^ XTcTit 50 <P IT1ST isl'dWI* SWHI f^H? f%?q fqrpqq «3I3ST % 
<Mff<MUl, qsf-ll 3U??T f I 3?iqiff 31SRTR, 315% BtWT 3fqRT fofq 
cffq rmff 50 % snsr rjqqq qeqif ff HpRT if qqr f, gff q? qqqq q^qr # 
h?tht if 3iftJqr «hwi«h whht srff 5 SifHT f i q%qisnq*q qsffqrm 
^ifjffci if ?h irHitif qif ?r%h nqr qaqqsn# qr^ % 5 rt sfr %tfh qnit 
qq WHra qi% qrq 27(2) qq jFeiqw %qr f i h nt ^s?: Hiqqr 3lk h ft 
M'jT I ch^u i qff fH sin # aremfit f % q?r 3qrT qqsq % hfh 3rt%H 
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3TOT 3cTOE?t #T 4-DWRUI W>t fitTOR WR aTOft fyWTTOT if TOitT f I 
TOFR £ faaa # fiTO 3 a qftrfc rf tT41 # URT 27 #T ^■HltlRUI giWViat TO 
mfra fowl f aw wff TSteararo aiaw aricr/aaa3Tf wt atftsm irM^i tortt 
? t i 

(vi) wf % TM 3 nf swrt aiw awr a4f?iw> u.un1^41 % 3 mtqf # amroft 

TOftWRTO dfitfct H*JT #R?f TOW TOt 2007 # f HVT ftlk aWTWRfRT, 
3Rwrar #> wft # W3#r to afaa f i M arM #> # ft wf 

J3 tt fa sja, 2007 # Mofiep<ui aRtfa a 3wa 3?^t #r aria^/amroSt to 
‘’ifaFTOcfta zjawfaa fawr” 3 ftr wf Pfah'S Rrit ft? TOfiwRa #r 

3faa atfa £ $r at *fr a*ir swa 3anEfr # tostt a*iT tottw fr asst # 
fatff 3fr aw<P((l # aaiift moNwrui f3)w wr^ tow aft ^r at *fr i 
ctta aft fr wtet, grails Ditto awr atrroa 2ta ftaiar am<f #? faifr q?a ^ 
ftw a at wff wfc aww f 3lk a ft wff 3mw awu f, far 3ft atroa 
tfa ftarw am<f it to afaa 3Tmrf?lTO araot it tow aarffarr E^iRfaifi, 
atroa f> awarraw e^rt 7 . 6.2010 wf far air ffafw to 3 trtoto wait sit 

SRjaiJcr TOR aWT TOR # f^Wfct it 3TOT JcMI<jl TO ‘faffaTO WlRT-WRiT % 

fair Tnmfawt” fa strIr fa arncf it Dtor far ®pfaf?R#fa fa 

o 

toww warat artfta artt fear war 1 faaj tow it aqar faro 16.9.2010 
fa st£?t fa aro 5 wft far araftl fotir fTwa wit «twif?RF? # sirt 1 W 
3iattra w^r w^r 351 ^ % wraa^ *h+r 3iw Ditto to tot: to^wtD 
^T TOR ^ oft StfRT ts rT^TT ^tSftT ttcT #T t I 

(vii) ‘f^ ^FT «JlcT mm ^ 1% ^)o~^ ^TT^ilT ^ ®o^+lcl^C eh^ 3Tltt?r 
3T?T WW 2 JT cRm^T 5tfr ww 3rTCt % q^ftcRUT Vu 

I^xTzt fomr «tt; 

(viii) % % ^TT q<HH ^IrfT $ % 3Rl^r matt % q^cT fiMl+HIMl # 3TTtT 

o o 

M?HI<H #r fpfir RWT 0-i||f2)ct, Rl^RlT ?RC3HR TOR ft WR ^t af §■, 3 TcT: 

^tot arnfrtro ut^ar it erto wr^ tor f altr tRfr f^rfct # aw 
3 TORiR 1 to aiaar awraiaw fr tost af^a t, a? a 1 ?twRt aft f ; 

(ix) wf ftr qwar 3twrf&a 3anEit fr ^ ar^/wiF am, 3a#> 
dwisttfJi/TOiwStwT aa# % wraaEr, to TOita 3iaR)d f arotf^r d 
3 rfttf?raa 1999 ^ aFrT ftroa fr TOtea ^wi4i f 3 ttr ?a tor ?awf 
wctam ^jwr tost Rtwal fr a?a wfr atF ?t arcra tort f ; 




[’IF! II—-ST’S 3(ii)] 


TF>m : 3WWRW 


(x) wr f^T rraar air fJtw/ire'aiw air (tar aif^rr i 

3tt7 3raff, Sw ft atR $ an^r aa 3??rti attr aaait % effaa fair at 
ftjafoiRra wj^tt affaiaf % aw ftarft # nsw snftfarfr erara faair 

O v 

fat air: 

(0 arfifcrrerar ftai+d azat f aiR f?t aiaw aa aar yarpsa f fM al f &n 
air tfat ft tfe t aflr fafa 3itt?r aart at 3tfa1Stazr 3ttr fitatfr % 
3iaa% fwt aafttrr aiaat at fc l fr a faH fat snt fr an aaaa r riT ft i 
qjffaw arfaaroat #r fai ta 'a m £ aa> fttaaTcyra ; qfaar £, atffa af 
yfaar a?- al^rRtia awt tr f?rt atftea trr faasteH ft fa atStamar 

o o c 

rrctstH aa qsntt £ i a? 3 dU 1 ^aa fr pfw air % i q^ftawa 
qfaar f aaea ar -H-Hfftdi a?rt % fat art* sit araaa aft faar ar 
aa*a ft i fa aiafa #, iM3rit ?3ia fr af rata afara af ft fa 
amrefr f aaar aifffarit ait ftsaa ft at tt fa ftwa (3a aaa fr ft- 
jfiRta) f fafa&e 3r<rR(i air a^raiaa ?trer faar rsnt i ftwa 5 am 
33iar aar prer £ fa 3 iae$g- 27 f araasta aataif aat f fat 

*3 *3 

arrant Jja arraiaardia aar %, 3iatrr 'faa afara* % aiaa aa aar 
paipta % fat srea # 3cqiat #r otfiSw f ait t arrrjfr tr anat aa 
aaPt aa aipaa t 3iaaaa faar aar ft 1 aaa af ft fa 3aaat f 
ijoftaRia $ ?ftaar % fat ft?aa f aaaia tr ait rt iftHar ftatsf 

o 

aaiRRT % aia, aar araftar raia % 3a^?r fra^ta araiR saw f^t a# 
3lk raw arfSfiaf % 3TOR ar, tftsteiif a# araaR 3Tf&1^a3T * 
aaia fr a^dJtd, afe an ai aa r fr, a a ta r j ar^t #r fent aiRt aia 7raif?irr 
ar^ tr fott argT aar vi 1 ^Man^ e^m aarf^H raria ^ 1t?aH®ttr % 
szftt waa 1^>a a^ ft 3lk af f ^aait afrr *$ a^cH ft af «ft 1 ft^aa 
S¥ aaa % ansa arwar ^di6»u at to fr a# sfr loiaf 1^5 
rMarr^ ^aro 3rnta q=r sntSw ffaT aar ft 1 'Wnr araa arsm 
Ptimida, aatW w ansraa ( f i f r f i a^ an? aa) f a faa waar f 
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TO^rf 3 TOTft TOT? TOoRT 3 ft ff i> TfttoT^ ft *TF 3 ft fWlt faWT £ far 

o o 

(3m itww) #r at tn-Wr # Jit fSrwft ^Pfl 
tr 37T surer tr Trati l^rar #r 3M*tar«H & sirer 3rrafere> Stff % wr # 

o 

ftretR # siftr cr?iWt Tit i f?r sihr * 3ntrR nr, 3rresfr £ frcr?fr £ 
^ sir Mofowui #> fM 3 ?^ # aren snfRHT <jfr #r srr^, f^rntr 
fM fts^cT n^cfr £r Tit sfr i arrnfr £ ^nfrarr ftrir tttt 3 ?^ sirt four 
3ttr STSft SIR 3FTRt ti Man«tr<u| ST/aTpTST ^ % fM %PlftSr #- 
cft«T 3?n^ #1 RRl£ Jt *J=qv?l 53RT 7T5FH qgfa 3TORT 3TRSfr 
cmRT ^rut #> sm # 5HTTJT tri 3flr Rtsf sito % jtttt^ # tr^t .q«rf?r 
nt 3WMWI RSn RSfiTRUT % felT-ftt# <R i<*<HfcW 3Rm afRUT #1 WI # 
5HRTT TRiri ?M3Tlt cmRT 5TRr 3TRSfT % BIST iRTTTSt £ RcTT xIRT t fa 

3rRSft % TO Srf^farfl ftS^R t^R ‘t)J- l l»fl 23RT TTRcT q^fc* 3mTOR 
Mofl«b^ui <fa yfar^r #r tow ft w$ftw fa*w toft i to?t tjf t fa* <wt 
ftrft ftsTOrftft ft TO=qftt tttw ffttfro TOrrfacr fawr i ft^w sft 
wr Raft TOflTOui yfarw fa<JsrardH«K £ i 3ft^rfftw %• arroftcr 

o 

Sbfftdlfftftt ifr TRW aftr TOTfaHT TO TOff^cT TOi|i<**H dfftfl^d 

w J O *N j 

TOft % fftft ftcTW 3ft TOTOT R3ft F*^ Mo|)«M u l yfa^l fafttHrlTc??^’ ^ I 
TJF tsr Tim t f^> Motl+<ui # yft>iii «Fir wrrl^T ^1 fM 

ftmatiW ql^vKT % RRcTJ ^ RJTfftcTT 5Rtfr t I t Jl<<R i» l q1$RTT #> 
riHcq- tt Tmfitcn %srr ^ttcR t # w 3rftJ^> turt ciqr Rsm atf t f^> 
3 <to # wren 3 ftr nsnfen nn brRIcT ^ ^ t^mr sn l 

W m TOft? RTRRT t shlUHlfiRff’ W78TT 3tT nSnl^HT #T 

o 

HjRri^f ft ^ftr 3 tr^ 3ftr to fcimzr cRrr #rzt ft TOcft #r tot^t 
ftTWT TO 3ft faqftd 3RR |f I fTT ferfft ft, t 

fa^ f^^cT #r skw ftsft^ro yfa)iii ftdc^r ft h^^Ihi ^tt 3ftr ftftr 

^faRft ^ 3ftft?r ^fftdiRRft ^rw 3ftr TOifarn #» ft 3ft 

Tffl$ftdl ^RTT ^ I ^TF cT% fa^ 3cTOl # TTTW TOlfad" 5T#f tft # 
T^farft ^ fftR Iftarfft ft TOffaro qfarm % zthw ft TW^ftcfT 
fa^TT TOT ^ | 3WI^ TRW ft 3ft TW^tdl' ^Rft * ft3TO5TT TT3rfT ^ | 
^t cT^ far TOW ft TOW? ft HH^Idl Hfr fa^TT TOTT ^ TOTfftrfT- 
TOW % fftft ft^TTTOT TOW ^ | ^IF 5T ftt ^ 3ftT 5T ft 

SfTOFTO ftWTOT t : fTT HTRft ft 3TR ftt ^TOT cM TOftW TOT^ft ft 





% B'q+cf 3r4Rft (3Rfic[ IRF f^T«|tT £ 3rifc|q> RsPf 31^ 3?^) # 

ftqi+ddi $ -BScaqtf ft?rr fS$?fr 3 ^r font ftvir flRr ft^fr 

<\ 

aflRM Frf?tor f^rr ?m w, 3^t #> *rm-?rro ^r 

S^IccTT ftqi+dHI #r ^RW 3TOfft £ 3?^ (^TqTfftW 50% + 

?n^R3^R|ffT 5% ^ cf>rf ^T R|lmR.^T |?| : *rf^ 

sfrPlrllfW # % JTc^i^d ?T%d MoH<MU| 2FT JfteTc^ OTI 

R3RT q?HT %, cTT M3fctRUT #? B3U # WRfr % R3?3T # fa cld^f l % 
wtf ^r TRflW 3RSfr qfafr qftRIT ^7 BRc3T qr 3fT Hrft t 3tft 

qwtft nfftr £ brium 3rrt ’t^tt i qft ^ Rjfr ft^jr bbt, 3nw brcTt 
W ftcT qu|tIKq>i % f^WIR # qftmr # fjRRcldl ^ B3V # 3fftT3TW 
BcRRH ?tRT 3*ft W& W TOT # 3frr 3rf?t=P ftrqftRJT ?foft I ?B qWT 
TN+R Mifi«t.<u| £ frnBctlfr SfRT^ RST^ #T STOfT ftmfcrft 

# 3fwq*<q ?Wr attr ?rft* qRuiiRfd*.q qofftRtrr qftrctr #r 3R3 Rt 3cqretf 
#T TRW ^Rft, 3W^ ftf 3R icBliii ^ B^WT qft RUTd 3R^ % 1M 

o 

'Tofl'+TWI -FTffif?r f^prf^r aft 3 fT Tcftq>K R# 3 R^t £ ftlR#r fctf 

3R=qtfr # 3TfT £ SJB £r SWefr W TTfRT f?RJT R3T I 

(ii) arf&ftRlR * HFcT qofftR'W B^rfrT Wt ?B#r 3rf?£?r 3^ <^T qR5f # RJE' 
WT^ tcT 3F 3rirfcrf t ft* Mofl+<U| yftBIT # |BIBgrf> 3*RW T^t 
cRTT yftBJT BT?T BB^tiHI ?FRff % ft^fT Sft ^r3 35T TOWITcfr 3RT 
BBTtTR f^vZTT BTtl 3% 3B 7 l» ~ d ^TT (i) # j^dRa ' d 3cTTcT $T TRW % 
3TRR0RT Bft?r, #r wrpfr Tidfemu i / anfsk* aw ctw y-af i ^u i aftvm 

* WRT BB^fldl t, fnfM ?TT RT 3RntnWT WB ^ ftWT B^t ftRIT 3fT 
BWHT £ I 


(iii) <f#MRT3# # TRflW, 3Tft •JiffiWWW # 3*t 3R TRflW Bf^rT, c ioft3RW 
BftrfrT rRIT TRWT % ^ l -q^^R % I [URT 9 (3 W), tTRT 11 HW 

27 (2) ] £ <£lid(Wpt #T TR?tW #t 3B^ t # TRtTW 

3 |rT 3 R # Bf ^ I 3 |cT $ BTBRt # TRffW 3 fltrR q? Mof)«+>-?U| 
qBrw qra form f^r wr f gr 3B# m b d^ w a ftrar am i 
q^|q*<wi ^r Bifrw wr 3TR5 ^tt q^wr T^+d qR^ w ari^Jwr #* qfrf 
dtft>q> wq £ tpr |3 tt t, 3R=qsir m: rtt m'-J i ^u i +41fd 1W % 

2 ^2 >AtOH- ? 2 
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R# #7 3TcJ3TdT Mofl4RU| «f^RRT RT ^FcT 

OTra - i 4toTi?icHt #7 Mofl4>^ u T Rtfrm to 

tot* £ £ iterrro moA^t yrf^R# f^rt 3ttorjt 

<\ " 

tot ^ i 


(iv) arfitfetf^r TOtf £ jt?- to tort fa 2007 £ to Rfalrr sror to?t 

RtfRar # Tif sfr ffarfar 3TtroRT sr. sfr. tw. tfarc htotc?r tttor 
fairer ( gRroare faro), -?fr cfr. sttoto, Rronfar 3 r1^t^ (torrt 
fajTO) (TOT TO. 3TOTO, Hc+lofW 3TO3TFT 3rf?TOtr $ £r sfT I 2010 # 
RJffaT TO fa?>T5T TTftlrr ?T # SfT fSTH# 3TOSTO 3T. #T. fa TTfaTO, 
WFTO JTFlf^'TO ('M), 3TT.^.3f.T. 5f eft «fT rTOT fan# RcRTO #T TO # 
fa TO.#T. T3TOT, fa?fa?T ts-l, fa. (faRcfr) RftcTT TORT, TTOTO frfaTO 

o o 

(foyi<+d<=ll f%7TRT) * IT. #7. ^faTTOR, (#3 f^TTTST) H*JT W$\ 

^Tflcter sfito (rtrw f^nR) ^nf^ror ^ i ^ f^ftro- 

?r feir "^zrtR fr 4P1 cf ^ htr^ £ ^ r^r 

3TRTO- £ cW #7 frtTO # f^wHcrr tor 

cplc<r1RI«t7 * dddl rt 3ff&y7 ^ I 


(v) 2 tf £ f^7 ^r-5=ftf^cT (a^r ^ruro) tott Trf^tf^rte 

20% TO* *Pl<+, Rtu 10% #7 £ 

TOcT M*<*RU| totttt q? * f^RTR SRS} #7 fM MoT|ch<u| £ 

RTwftSr # * Mof)ch<U[ cfR* SJ* TOTT 3T^fcr^7 3qT* * 

3totrit trtt m att? ^f r* f* ^ icMicil afRTf^K rrit i 
^5IF ^ ^?r ^3TT ^ % yaflcfR^T hWR £ RRRT 3RTRfr #7 f^t SJRT 9(4) 
% RFcT 3^T 4 ><FmPm 1 fc^cEd Moflch^ui f^RTxT 
5# # t ! FR 3RTRfr #7 fM Mofl^<U[ TOWT ^ f^RR 5FR^ ^7T 
<HI«Hdl qofl<*RU| ^7TT^ ^ F^RT 3T^f^7 jqRlt ^7T 3TqRI^t q? 3TOTftcT t 
Rt 3'cMIcfi # TR5TT ^7 3TR7RR #7 RRT RR^cTT 3R7TT ^ 3ttT TOR 
TOTO 3Tlf^ cTOT R?T3# #T Trfrt rUtTO # 7WTTOT TOT &TT ^r Dl«<f1 

J 


l 


I 


<fMpl|.|*WIW l 


'*•»"* 




[m 0—73^ 3(ii)] 




11 


Pw fa taww ^ jpiumb i £ 3faP9d aaant # att P ar aaafr 
t i 


4=cPfaP?Ha 50%+pRplfta 5% f# pJl<*. #r # qolt4R»l 

■Hf^fc^ £ 22.02.2011 at p 3TOft 315^t tsa> # af fsfaa fotw fa 

3 

"iilRi^i P trot aw ra+^Ml P jadsuw ^ aaaa aw qsitwt aRp 

o 

cTT# e^RT 3TOW W 3H^f?|ch 3trqf # cTHF Moftcfrjui ^RTcT f^TT 
oTrc/crrar foRir omrr <fitoHi3FF # jrfer # fa*n+ddi m 
RTRT Uc^T50 JTT5T % # ftvZJT ^ncTT £ (HJTcT^) £RP?T ^ffcTT t 

at aprw antt 3rraicfr % 3pr fp£ at arc ctar f i aatrso asRi - P 
cfi?r raw+aar aa whi t aw pr araias aa tr afrm antr 
aiajJI P Pr pa# mar A awra amP #r aa # cwra faw rtht. t, 

o 

fa aw-tfi aa^ ^ Pr faatwa aw^ P wa # am i ?a 
cRf £ cwft aR^ £ aaar far rP ant fapw aaRt P aPPa 

o 

faaaaar aa am gaar t hw amfa # amr aa P aaw # 

o 

aiaT^faaaw 4rht f i afa aafrso hr a>a pa f nr faaaaar arf^rar 
pfr t i PPnP PamaP 1971 t> f^raa 19 # aiRPiirP aa 

v C 

Pmrfafpr aPaRW faw aw %: 



to tr afar ataa 

o 

yi«r«h JTT^T 

raw % arfar ataa 

JTT3T (r^xTT 

^«r« ^tt 

4>l01^|q»| <?»| 

4Jff4K u l 


f^rRTRTT) H'Tl^f^l 

'marf- aa wiftftar 

V 

wr aaitso 

R^n+ddi) 

aaj3ff- aa arrflfta* «r 
M dt)50 


Ul.4JW/l4>oliVJW 

tty^aEMSiluyilifil 

1-50 

1-200 

o 

PPn ftai+d 

51- 500 

201-2,000 

ait Pa 

3 


501-5,000 

2,001-20,000 

^ ffflRT 

o 


5,000 1 3rt^ra; 

20,000 £ 3l1?fa 

^ fTT 

3 


Prt fl’-a'IRra pra naga faa-faaia Pap % saara, arfarfapR aa aft aw 
fanaaar(^nr) 1,562.62 15r.ara/fapfrwa t Rafa apRaifftata aa 224.567 
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fJt.<urW/fe>i)WIW r?a adHnT?$4tar+Wl!?4'lJ i ig$)«t # 3TCT fel+ddl 159.48 
f^uiw/foakw t i aF t fe 4 -hUmi$$Mw $ arw fenaw t i 

aF wwawr % % fw atwf tr f^nn # ferrawcn fw #7 fer # (aifer 1562.62 
f?t.<UI<H/fe>iW.lW na 224.567 fJr.<UIW/ft>ota.lW % fet 3) aft I Ffefe fW feft an 
f^r«nrr fenaw (159.48 ft\wrw/fefenw) t 3fr fetfr afr arwa gsar at ararar fenaw 
£ i tan fHfau aaife a>t am a arrant # mfeF atfer araaa at l^ron^r nr w gfer i 
Ftat £ aftt 3wan araiw fefr it wn 3raaa at aaisr tom ?fcn t i aiatw 
TrMlit % fotn 3tfe?t 3naaag>dT3t afefr fen-fafett # amaT WWT ^ fe 'fagw % 3JcT 
ifidvriwar £ agist f!iPi4>Kcti w Ftt an nwnn nwtcr fen anwT arfe r ?ar 3cfe tr 
fer tataww tr tatsr sta # wf wws am £ anrar nor £ 1% fetawnr arfitfct t? 
fen-fifet tr 3iwana feltaw fenariHr fewrnf afefr jtafer 3fia^r uwi?i at tarn 

o o 

# nart ftt aF aww: £ fe fafen 3c*ns war gear £ ararsr fei+a t 3tfer artt war 
feicfWdi a^r ua aiit wan feiarCT i^ar ta nrwrt # a rtw n Ft n tar 500 tra 
anFfetartlw 50 #tat B" i ftfttcT iHidj tr taffeon ta fer feftawm ar^ft 4r fen- 
1?fet tr arwana fesrw tr war fedWTarat at aarst Frifenaar arta% atwfer it nwnn 
3naagar t i ?w fwns #r aiana awr-tat t 17.07.1997 ail ariatfSid I69tf tsar it 
3fet £r sawr ftftfer fen-tafet #r sfegw tr art £ aa’^aran fer a^tr 3 ?>to; tr 
taffea at arwHlfiid aw fen na %aar n^frw tr nsaicr ^M3nf aam wra t? 

^Fm ^ ant w 3TTT,^fr q^fr^r wvm'w wti grro ^r/Pufd qr^r # 

o 

WFdfcT # I 

O 

^nait ta staiw fw am ar a?w at fe aar aataaiFfratar na wiFantarftw an 
wafer war asat aargT Filfenrar !jr i tmnw # ftwn at aF ffe tot war jjr fe 
fefer arfSt^ na 3nr.nft an ffeart fe awfeiF^tatar na wiF^rtattw an wafer 
ww asat £ aarar Fiffemar 5tar wfr aatfe wf a^t na wafr # nw#50 wsar wr 
3TTtnftcT t ^tafe 3 tia^ aaifa f fe norft50 wrar fea aanwa wwsw # srtfer 
awrawr % fer ant-ii gjffa>aui tr fena ^t wft t i 

^tww tr ?w atr an nft3rr|tt 3Trr?fr wftarwa # wnn at ?gD3w aw fen wwt 
aaffe aF ^iswiarar fferwt # #rswr?rat tr anffaww ta arwawr w^t % i tferwt # 

5^r ftmwz tfroiT) ^ i ^et 'm)<m cfdY^qr^^ # 3f^^T 

o 

saa fei+ddi ta wia 3aa fenaw (wat fen) # 3nm t i aF nar tafr ferfct t 
fet 3trfe fen-t^fefr ta 3rwww awwfri w^r cfr wf t i swfer 3TRafr # 3i4tt, 




[*PJ II—3(ii)] 
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315<fr W 318<ff tw # HW-K ^ 50%+ 5% gfrtalt^l 

#T f^rtr tITO9(3) #> H?H 3Tlft Mof|cp<U| OT I^ m 3TOT ^/RU'H g^ #> 5RTO c fe^ f d 
gg ty gitffe % 3nm q? ^stt (3*y ftwddi) gurtfr $ 9(4) y gfi g^ pi gm 

frk'/ft'U-d feir w i 5 # g^gj- £ siRctar gyra *nrerr qftw $r few 14 . 4.2011 

o 

gil 5nFgf?r # feir w gi£ g^rlrnff^fer 50% + 5% f#r gg 9(4) 

% ciiiqci, Prii=iui #r f$nr wr-Rflg feflwl gyrcr aronxr 31 ^ ^ gngor ar& gm 
oTTCr 1 feJlW'iu), 3T5RW, ferial W SffeT % lotTT gitfgfH tftftcT fesil 3W W W5I 
yf?Nit;d1 gi£ gsffg^gr # $• tot smi, gH *3tgnr g+wr ?my »i^t % 1 ffi#r wtr £r 
wrt 9(4) #> HF?r gstataiffaiter 50 % + qi y R &ifrf 5% ftfr 3cqicr % q^l g w ^i grift 
g^gffe# # Hdgit #r a ng g wd i 5 # 1 4^ftfe «rcr 9(3) #> 3iaftcr gitf qgftgRor 
gigift grar sift t fSrcr# bwit URg^st grig sft ait % 1 

(vi) ?Mani <ft tor ^ ^trrsr ^ # ^R?fr % 5rrot % to 3 ^ to m 

Mofiefr<ufj <ft t?^> 3frr atot £r *rf 1 <r: # *t£ *rtfrsrr $ rt tot % arofr otu 

^=qsfr #7 jcMr^l #7 to tor tjtt aftr srrer # 2007 # eft ^ tosrr # 

3FJT5f #7 q^frcRUT #7 tor 3 tct #rtfr arm^nra# # ?r^RVi torrto?r eft art? ctst 
tor ^RT ?7T ! toToT ^FT ^ 3TNTrftfa7 oTTET #7 R?T f^T ^T^TTa# ^T ^ ^TTO 

i ^7 <^ci) ^7 fo?rr aim^iftich rii?cr aftlRloi^ ^ ^trjot ^> cT^cr 

t^to toF?r tofrra# #r to ^toito ^ $$ i ^r ?r^R, toi^r 

^TcTcT toT % arsemrc tor^r 3 ^'to<R #7 aftr to?n^fr arl^tom #7 atocT 

^itdit ^rRT £ to^r tocr ^ # armrto ^tofto ^tefr ^1 ^rt trtt 

tofr W c^tor #7 to«r hwr t^rtor am^r *?TRrto7 % to artofto torr trt 
i ftiTOT to>toe aftr arfatoyr #7 ?^h ehi^iI ^r 5ft ^ wn 

?rfr ^ 1 tortoto #, # 7 ^ ^rttt ^ ato ^Treto allr toJ^r artorr ^t ^tor 
ton- ^ art ^ttoRT^r #7 tonto?it #7 ar^r #7 3 ?tot artora ?r #7 to 
^tRT^to ^7 wRtor ^7 ^q- # g- 1 ^ferr^fr arl^ltow % a?R *\Ui§ eft *<ft*r #7 

3RHTT ^HT?to % 3to f^tofR #7 to % to# JRcT HVT ^jaft aftf^H #7 toTT^T 

% to 3*TR ?ntor ? | 

(vii) m^n ^ ^ ^ # 3rr?to ^t armR ?rft ft?n Rto 

^rt% urt 27(2) #7 HeR f^r ?rto qr 3to tRR c(# #7 arrr# ^r tortot #7 

arrnR ^ torr trt sit i 

(viN) arrroto ^tt^t #7 h^tt eft-e^fr ar^to?r to ^7 wn afhr at^^r toR £ #7 
cW ^tor£ ytoito ^ to# i 
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(ix) ttar aftr oft §tt^t toreiTFre: icMidi % si? rrt aft 

ac^ftSd ? I ore 5 R qft t q o fto p r wcrm ft $ris stir #> ttt?t rtrrt ^ srm* *nr TTffttor 
srrt m-d i fad aftr fcftyd tom £ eft ?rr arerm q? *if dto 3 rt wl £ to fttton ft fte tt 
qftf erptoR qrreto 5^t ton ^irt ^nf^tT m i 

(x) fft RRft qT TDTOFn ft toR 3Rft qT, TRqft 5RRI RST Fim ffan Fre cT5? 
Moflch^ui # Vltol HoUl^6! mt ftftR $ftft aft? UdtfddRI 3rMI<il #f TRSTT ftsjtft 

o ' J 

RfTeja# #» toTST 3fk ZRJRtoT Tt 3TEEoR #f foRT tol<H* (aiftlcT <Qffl4»(U! TTWr) # 
gRTeTT Sftm qRft # 3 RTf 1 ft ar^rt^TZOT # tJKT 27 ( 2 ) #> rP mftmf ton 3 % £l 3 TTF?t £ I 

3ftT 3TFT: 3re <Qf^+4U| Tft?rfft # 314 eft, 315 *ft 3ftr 318 eft tc5# ft 3ft *1$ 

toifM qr tore meft, ftnft st nftr enfft^r ;£r 3ftr ft toto 30.6.2011, 01.8.2011 aftr 
24.8.2011 mt 3ft tot 10.08.2011 aftr 30.O8.2011 qft artoto eRrer^nt ft 3ft 

Tlf TOTtot FRIT 3TRftt # 3ftT ft 3ft ^ TOTtot TT toR 4* vn 3r 6|(d Uddd4KI 
arto tor ouftt ^ to ftnft toiifttcH ^pt fttoTR too (are tototorfftor) #» ?rw ft 
cPlddRfr 3Tfato7T,1968 *§t URT 9(3) #T FTpT Utoltoto FTqRft3ft ; utolfftto 20% TRPfT 
yftqidid, ^FtoTTfftoTT 10% 5toR Wto2R aftr 50%+ TTTfqftftto 5% £ eft 

qtoTCR ftr to Moftc^^ui y<H|U|q^ tTcRT^RT fftTTFT ton oTTFIT ^ | ^TfT zr^ &ft 3TT^T tor 
oflFTT £ to 50%+TTTpRtoR 5% f Tft y^MIdd ftr to RRT 9(4) % dpT TTSft 

q^tonn otto toRT tor orrft ^ i ereto q^tofr f^rt towR #> Pmew % 
to eft # arel^r #r aroftet eft ^mft ^ i eto^to^T etoft aftr teht ertot fn an^r 
qn ^nzftFcRR erfftflRcT i 

o 


[m ft. 17-8/2007 tot.-i (toRn-ni)] 




^ipr < 1*^11 W If 4 *41 HN I- 


«|. I I l«wt ■ I >«**» 
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MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Agriculture and Cooperation) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 12th October, 2011 ‘ , 

S.O. 2353(E).—Whereas following reports in media of improper payments by M/s De-Nocil Crop 
Protection Ltd, presently known as M/s Dow Agro Sciences India Pvt. Ltd. Mumbai, a 
subsidiary of M/s Dow Chemical Company based in USA, to Government officials in India, a 
preliminary inquiry was conducted in which it was found prima facie that such payments were 
made and the matter was entrusted to the Central Bureau of Investigation (hereinafter referred to 
as CBI) for investigation and the investigation conducted by CBI has brought out that M/s De- 
Nocil Crop Protection Ltd. paid illegal gratification and extended pecuniary advantages to 
Government officials for expediting registration of its products Acetamiprid Technical (Pride) 
and its 20% SP Formulations, Chlorpyriphos 50% + Cypermethrin 5% EC (Nurelle) and 
Chlorpyriphos 10% Granules (Dursban 10 G) under the Insecticides Act, 1968. M/s Agro Pack, 
a product formulator of the company, facilitated the payment of illegal gratification by 
accumulating funds in their books by loading bogus incidental charges in their bills placed on 
M/s De-Nocil and raised fund for bribing the officials of Registration Committee by mutual 
agreement with the company with the approval of the Managing Director. A chargesheet had 
been filed in the Court of Special Judge, Haryana at Ambala by CBI against Dr. R.L. Rajak, 
former Plant Protection Adviser to Government of India and Shri Satybroto Baneijee, consultant 
appointed by M/s De-Nocil, under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 and the Court had 
taken cognizance of offences. CBI also informed that investigation against Mr. Kevin Eden, the 
then Managing Director of M/s De-Nocil, a British national, is being continued. 

And whereas, after reconsideration of the matter in light of the findings of the 
investigation conducted by CBI, it had been decided that a review of the registration of the 
above-mentioned products granted under section 9(3) of the Insecticides Act, 1968 (hereinafter 
referred to as the Act) may be carried out by the Registration Committee (hereinafter referred to 
as RC) and its recommendation on the issue of cancellation or continuation of registration 
conveyed to Department of Agriculture & Cooperation (hereinafter referred to as DAC); 

And whereas, RC, in its 310 th meeting held on 30.06.2010 decided to constitute a 
Committee to undertake a fresh review of the products in question of DAS and the said 
Committee considered the matter and submitted its report to RC; 
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And whereas RC considered the matter in its 314 th , 315 th and 318 th meetings held on 24 
& 27.01.2011, 22.02.2011 and 27.04.2011 respectively and decided to withdraw/cancel the 
Certificates of Registration obtained by M/s. De-Nocil Crop Protection Ltd., presently known as 
DAS, a subsidiary of M/s. Dow Chemicals Company, USA for the products (i) Acetamiprid 
Technical (Pride) (ii) Acetamiprid 20% SP Formulation and (iii) Chlorpyriphos 10% Granules 
(Dursban 10G) as these were obtained by the registrant by adopting unethical practices, and also 
decided that the registration of Chlorpyriphos 50% + Cypermethrin 5% EC (Nurelle/Nurelie- 
D/Nurelle D-505) issued to the registrant u/s 9(3) be withdrawn/cancelled because of unethical 
practices adopted by the registrant and safety (higher toxicity) of the formulation as well as due 
to availability of alternatives, and further decided that subsequent 9(4) registrations issued for 
Chlorpyriphos 50% + Cypennethrin 5% EC shall also be withdrawn/cancelled; 

And whereas having considered recommendations of RC and the material available on 
record, a notice was issued to DAS (formerly known as M/s De-Nocil Crop Protection Ltd) on 
25.05.2011 to show cause within 15 days of receipt of the notice why the Certificates of 
Registration issued to the company u/s 9(3) of the Insecticides Act, 1968, for the above 
mentioned products should not be cancelled by the Central Government in exercise of powers 
u/s 27(2) of the Insecticides Act, 1968; 

And whereas, DAS sought additional 3 weeks’ time to consult their attorney whereupon 
extension of time upto 30.06.2011 for filing the reply was given; 

And whereas, M/s Dua Associates representing DAS, in a letter dated 27.06.2011 asked 
for additional documents and also filed a preliminary reply dated 30.06.2011 to the show cause 
notice; 


And whereas additional documents were provided to DAS vide letter of even number 
dated 11.07.2011 and a hearing was fixed on 10.08.2011; 

And whereas, Dua Associates representing DAS, in a letter dated 01.08.2011 stated that 
only copies of a part of the documents had been supplied and while making additional 
submissions also asked for specific documents to be supplied to them; 

And whereas in the hearing held on 10.08.2011, preliminary submissions were made by 
the attorney Ms. Romola Kamani and Dr. Suresh Ramachandran, Country Manager and Shri 
Atimanav Gaur on behalf of DAS and Dr. S.K. Khurana on behalf of CIB&RC and plea for 
supply of additional documents of DAS was noted; 

And whereas additional documents were supplied vide letter of even number dated 
10.08.2011 and the date of hearing fixed on 24.08.2011 which was subsequently postponed to 
30.08.2011 at the request of DAS; 
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And whereas additional submissions were made by DAS in their letter dated 24.08.2011; 

And whereas in the final hearing held on 30.08.2011 submissions were made by the 
attorney Ms. Roniola Kamani and Dr. Suresh Ranxachandran, Country Manager and Shri 
Atimanav Gaur on behalf of DAS and Dr. S.K. Khurana on behalf of CIB&RC; 

And whereas on behalf of DAS following substantive submissions were made vide 
letters 30.06.2011, 01.08.2011 and 24.08.2011 and in hearings held on 10.08.2011 and on 
30.08.2011: 

(i) That as per section 27 of the Act, under which notice dated 25.05.2011 was issued, 
the only basis for cancellation of registration .of an insecticide is if use of the 
insecticide “is likely to involve such risk to human beings or animals as to render it 
expedient or necessary to take immediate action ” Clause (2) of section 27, which is a 
corollary of clause (1), provides that if as a result of its own ‘ investigation ’ or on the 
basis of a ‘ report ’ received from the State Government and ‘ after consultation with 
the Registration Committee’ the Central Government is ‘ satisfied’ that use of said 
insecticide, viz., the insecticide which has been prohibited for sale/distribution/use 
under clause (1) for the time being, is or is not likely to cause any such risk [as 
mentioned in clause (1)] then the Central Government may pass such order (including 
an orddr refusing to register the insecticide, or cancelling the certificate of registration 
thereof (if granted) as it deems fit in the circumstances of a case. The basic minimum 
requirements set forth in section 27 have not been followed. There was neither an 
‘investigation’ undertaken by the Central Government nor was there any 
‘consultation’ with Registration Committee [as contemplated in section 27(2)]. None 
of the factors mentioned for invocation of the extraordinary power of section 27(2) 
exist in the instant case. 

(ii) That extraneous rationale mentioned in the notice is alleged illegal 
gratification/extension of pecuniary advantage for expediting product registrations 
which is the subject matter of ongoing judicial action. This aspect is not a 
permissible basis for Registration Committee’s consideration whose jurisdiction 
under the Act is limited only to ‘ register insecticides after scrutinizing their formulae 
and verifying claims made by the importer or manufacturer, as the case may be, as 
regards their efficacy and safety to human beings and animals \ 

(iii) That DAC has resorted to successive reviews of registrations despite there being no 
statutory or other provision for doing so. The Registration Committee examined and 
reviewed the supporting materials for the said products on two occasions, viz., in 

\ . 
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2007 and in 2011 without asking DAS to participate in such reviews. In 227 th 
meeting of RC held on 27.06.2007 ‘The Committee concluded that no information 
with reference to safety and efficacy of this product were overlooked at the time of 
grant of registration and the applications were complete as per guidelines of the RC 
in vogue * ’ This shows that any alleged payments have no connection to the ‘safety 
and efficacy’ of these, products. 

(iv) That an expert committee was then appointed by RC for re-review which was chaired 
by the same officials who participated in and concluded the first review. Dr. T.P. 
Rajendran, Assistant Director General (PP), ICAR and Dr. S.K. Khurana, Specialist 
Grade-I who were appointed as members of the expert committee constituted in June 
2010 were also part of the review committee constituted in June 2007. The report of 
the expert committee (of 2010 ) was replete with conjectures and surmises and it did 
not have a lot of necessary material/information in relation to the issue. Nonetheless, 
the expert committee did not find any technical deficiency in the said products or 
registration thereof. 

(v) That in its 315 th meeting, RC upheld and affirmed that there was nothing untoward or 

even illegal as regards the registration of the said products. Despite DAC seeking a 
‘detailed note clarifying technical aspects of the recommendations’ from RC, none 
was prepared by RC. In its 318 th meeting held on 27.04.2011, RC noted that the 
decision for withdrawal/canbellation of Acetamapirid Technical and its formulation 
was not taken ‘due to any adverse technical aspects of these products It was further 
noted that the RC was 4 satisfied on the efficacy of target pests as well as on the safety 
to human beings and animals of Acetamiprid Technical and its formulation, there is 
no justification to completely eliminate the products from the country '. It was also 

noted that these products are widely used in cotton crop of the country and 4 no 
adverse impact of these products has been reported an agriculture from any other 
country, where they are registered ’ In case of Chlorpyrifos 10% G also, RC (as 
noted in its 318 th meeting) is ‘ satisfied with its bio efficacy to target pests and also 
noted that there is no adverse impact of this formulation in agricidture\ These 
statements undermine proposed action as RC did not view these products as involving 
‘risk to human beings or animals '. As to registration of Chlorpyriphos 50% + 
Cypermethrin 5% EC formulation, neither the said notice nor the minutes of various 
meetings offer any scientific studies or grounds. The conclusion of expert committee 
and RC that combination of Chlorpyriphos and Cypermethrin is more hazardous than 
individual components is not valid as it is based on numerical values of LD 50 in rats 
and mice even though data shows that LD50 values are well within the World Health 
Organization’s classification of Class II for hazard potential. As per data while the 
acute LD50 values for the combination product are numerically less than the 
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individual partners it does not represent a hazard potential more than the individual 
partners. Consequently, RC has violated section 27(2) by proposing cancellation 
even after finding the products safe and efficacious. Neither the Central Government 
nor RC is permitted to cancel/withdraw registrations of the aid products as sought by 
the said notice. The Central Government has invoked the extraordinary provisions of 
section 27 in the past only in those circumstances when an insecticide posed risk to 
human beings/animals. 

(vi) That allegations of unethical practices and investigation by CBI have! been in the 
knowledge of RC and the Central Government since 2007 and pending adjudication 
before the Court of the Special Judge, Ambala. It was in light of such allegations that 
in June 2007, RC ‘critically evaluated’ the information/data of said products and 
concluded that the grant of registrations was proper and no information with reference 
to safety and efficacy of said products was overlooked at the time of grant of 
registrations. After 3 years, a show cause notice was issued for blacklisting DAS for 
alleged ‘unethical practices for obtaining registration’ of said products in wake of 
unprecedented publicity and propaganda pursuant to judgment delivered on 
07.06.2010 by the Court of the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Bhopal, in a pending 
criminal trial in Bhopal Gas Leak case even though there is neither any corporate 
connection nor any other connection between DAS and any aspect of the Bhopal Gas 
Leak case. The Central Government blacklisted DAS for a period of five years vide 
order dated 16.09.2010. Despite taking such unduly harsh measure, the Central 
Government now proposes to vex DAS again which amounts to double jeopardy and 
severe victimization. 

(vii) That it is apprehended that the Central Government had made up its mind to cancel 
registrations of the products around or at the same time of issuing-the blacklisting 
order; 

(viii) That it appears as a judicial process for inquiry and trial into the alleged acts of 
improper payments has already been set into motion, the notice amounts to 
interference with the judicial process and is not warranted while the criminal case 
remains pending before the Court; 

(ix) That use of trade mark/brand names of the products mentioned in the notice, instead 
of their technical/chemical names is improper as these are registered trademarks of 
DAS under the Trademarks Act, 1999 and thus afford an entirely different protection 
under the extant intellectual property laws; 

(x) That, therefore, the notice deserves to be recalled/revoked/withdrawn. 
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And whereas, the replies filed on behalf of DAS and submissions made in the hearings 
have been considered by the competent authority in DAC with following observations point- 
wise: ' 


(i) Insecticides are toxic substances and require to be regulated with a view to prevent 
risk to human and animal health and matters connected therewith under the 
Insecticide Act and the Rules framed thereunder. Registration is a critical process in 
regulation of insecticides as this process is responsible for scrutiny to ensure that the 
insecticide is safe and efficacious. It is central to the scheme of the Act. Nothing 
must be allowed to compromise the integrity of registration process. In the instant 
case, investigation by CBI has brought out that bribe was paid to a key official of RC 
to expedite registration of specific products of DAS (then De-Nocil). The issue raised 
by DAS is whether the basic requirements necessary to take action under section 27, 
i.e., * investigation \ ‘consultation with RC* and * satisfaction ’ with regard to risk of 
the products in question to human and animal health have actually been followed. 
The facts are that after publication of media reports regarding payment of bribe for 
expediting registration of products, a preliminary inquiiy was ordered by the Central 
Government and on the basis of findings of that inquiry, CBI was asked to conduct 
further inquiry for action under Prevention of Corruption Act, if required. The 
inquiry conducted by CBI brought out details of bribery and to whom and how it was 
paid. Bribe was paid to the then Plant Protection Adviser (PPA) who has been 
charge-sheeted by CBI. PPA not only heads the Directorate of Plant Protection, 
Quarantine & Storage (DPPQ&S) but is also a key member of RC. CBI has also 
reported that the accounts of M/s De-Nocil (now DAS) were manipulated showing 
bribe amount as incidental expenses with the approval of the then Managing Director 
of the company. On the basis of this investigation, RC was asked by DAC to carry 
out a fresh review of products for registration of which the bribe was paid. RC got 
the products reviewed and recommended cancellation/withdrawal of registration all 
four products - in case of three products adoption of unethical practices by the 
company was cited as the reason by RC and in case of fourth product adoption of 
unethical practices as well as of violation of a guideline of registration were cited as 
reasons. The investigation by CBI and consultation with RC have brought out that 
unethical practice adopted by the company by bribing a key official of RC 
compromised integrity of the process of registration. The question is whether such 
bribery affected assessment of safety of company’s products. Maintaining integrity 
of registration process is critical to ensure proper assessment of safety and efficacy of 
insecticides so registered under the Act. It is obvious that bribery for influencing the 
process of registration compromises integrity of the process. If integrity of 
registration process is compromised, it is no longer possible to ensure that assessment 
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of safety and efficacy of the product has been properly done. This is a serious matter 
because any deficiency in assessment of safety and efficacy of insecticides can have 
adverse implications for human and animal health and also on effective protection of 
crops from pests. Given this position, it is clear that compromising integrity of 
registration process by bribing also compromises assessment of safety and efficacy of 
insecticides subjected to such process. The argument that the safety of the products 
was not affected is not tenable because a situation wherein integrity of registration 
process is compromised has the potential of compromising safety of the product as 
> well. Even if the safety is not actually compromised, the potential for compromising 
safety is created. This is neither mere conjecture nor a remote possibility: In the 
instant case, fresh review by RC has brought out that an important guideline 
concerning toxicity of combination products (i.e. product having more than one active 
ingredient) was not adhered to without any justification on record and, therefore, RC 
has recommended cancellation of registration of this product (Chlorpyriphos 50% + 
Cypennethrin 5% EC) inter alia because of higher toxicity of the formulation. If the 
integrity of the registration process including assessment of safety of insecticide has 
to be maintained, an act of bribery of member of RC in connection with registration 
has to be viewed as an attack on integrity of the process and has to be dealt with 
effectively. If this was not done, faith of stakeholders including the public in sanctity 
of the process would falter, further, it would invite further such attacks. The Central 
Government would, therefore, be failing in its duty to uphold the integrity of 
registration process and consequently the safety of products subjected to registration 
process, if it did not accept the recommendation of RC to cancel registration of 
products for which unethical practice of bribery was resorted to on behalf of the 
company. 

(ii) TcT enable RC to fulfil its mandate under the Act, it is imperative that the integrity of 
registration process is maintained and any act of compromising the process dealt with 
effectively. As illegal gratification/extension of pecuniary advantage compromises 
registration process, including assessment of safety of the product brought out in sub- 
paragraph (i) above, it cannot be held as an extraneous consideration. 

(iii) Review of insecticides, including multiple reviews of the same insecticide, is well 
within the competence of the Registration Committee and the Central Government 
[section 9(3C), section 11 and 27(2)]. Several insecticides have been reviewed; some 
of them have been reviewed several times. In a number of cases, based on such 
reviews, certificates of registration have been cancelled or their conditions varied. 
The power of review of registration is a logical corollary to power of grant of 
registration, otherwise it would not be possible to vary or cancel the registration once 
granted in spite of new information that might come to light. Review of registration 
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of pesticides is a common practice adopted by the pesticide registering authorities the 
world over. 

(iv) Facts on record show that the first review was carried out in 2007 by a committee 

headed by Dr. B.S. Phogat. the then Joint Director (Weed Science), Shri V. 
Bhatnagar, the then Deputy Director (Chemistry) and Shri L. Ananth, the then 
Section Officer. The review carried out in 2010 was by an expert committee headed 
by Dr. T.P. Rajendran, Assistant Director General (PP), ICAR and having Dr. S.K. 
Khurana, Specialist Grade-I, Dr. (Mrs.) Santa Bhalla, Joint Director (Toxicology), 
Shri A.K. Bandopadhyaya, Deputy Director (Entomology) and Ms. Kamlesh Miglani, 
Assistant Director (Chemistry) as members. This expert committee inter alia 

concluded that “with regard to Nurelle D formulation, there is a serious 
apprehension about the toxicity of the mixture of Chlorpyriphos and Cypermethrin is 
higher than that of the individual pesticides. ” 

(v) It is true that RC recommended cancellation of certificate of registration obtained by 
M/s De-Nocil (now DAS) in respect of the products Acetamiprid Technical, 
Acetamiprid 20% SP formulation and Chlorpyriphos 10% Granules because of 
adoption of unethical practices by the registrant and not because it found these 
products unsafe. It is for this reason that RC did not recommend cancellation of 
registrations granted to other companies under section 9(4) for the same products. 
The case for cancellation of certificate of registration for these products is based on 
adoption of unethical practices by the registrant which compromised assessment of 
safety of the products and thereby created a likelihood of risk to humans and animals 
which cannot be ignored for reasons enumerated in sub-paragraph (i) of this 
paragraph. 

In case of Chlorpyriphos 50% + Cypermethrin 5% EC formulation, RC decided in its 
315 th meeting held on 22 . 02.2011 that the registration be ‘withdrawn/cancelled 
because of unethical practices adopted by the registrant and safety of the formulation 
as well as due to availability of alternatives. ” Toxicity of the active ingredient in an 
insecticide is measured in terms of LD 50 value which denotes the (lethal) dose which 
kills half of the tested population. LD 50 is a general indicator of a substance's acute 
toxicity and is usually expressed as the mass of substance administered per unit mass 
of test subject, such as grams of substance per kilogram of body mass. Stating it this 
way allows the relative toxicity of different substances to be compared, and 
normalizes for the variation in the size of the animals exposed. Lower the LD 50 
value, higher is the toxicity. Rule 19 of the Insecticides Rules, 1971, lays down the 
following classification of insecticides: 
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Classification of the 
insecticides 

Medium lethal dose 
by the oral route 
(acute toxicity) LD 50 
mg/kg body weight 
of test animals 

Medium lethal dose 
by the dermal route 
(dermal toxicity) 
LD 50 mg/kg body 
weight of test 
animals 

Identification band on 
the label 

1. Extremely toxic 

1-50 

1-200 

Bright red 

2 , Highly toxic 

51-500 

201 - 2,000 

Bright yellow 

3 .Moderately toxic 

501-5,000 

. 2 , 001 - 20,000 

. Bright blue 

4. Slightly toxic 

More than 5,000 

More than 20,000 

Bright green 


As per toxicology data submitted by M/s De-Nocil, acute oral toxicity (rat) of 
Cypennethrin is 1,562.62 mg/kg, that of Chlorpyriphos is 224.567 mg/kg and for 
Chlorpyriphos + Cypermethrin it is 159.48 mg/kg. It is obvious that Cypermetbrin is 
less toxic than Chlorpyriphos. It could be expected that toxicity of their combination 
would lie somewhere in-between (i.e., between 1,562.62 mg/kg and 224.567 mg/kg). 
However, their combination gives a toxicity (159.48 mg/kg) which is higher than 
toxicity of either component. This is because synergism in chemicals in each active 
ingredient occurs sometimes when they are combined giving rise to a combination 
which is more toxic than either of its constituent ingredients. RC’s guideline on data 
requirements for combination products states that Evidence in support that the 
combination is not more hazardous than individual insecticides should be submitted. ” 
In the agenda note for registration of this product it was clearly seated that “In view of 
above data submission on various toxicity parameters as per the guidelines of the 
Registration Committee it is evident that the combination product is more toxic than 
the individual components, i.e., Chlorpyriphos 500 and Cypermethrin 50 EC in case 
of acute oral toxicity Rat and acute oral toxicity Mice . As per guidelines of the 
Registration Committee for the registration of combination product, the evidence is 
required in support that the combination is not more hazardous than individual 
insecticides. ” Despite this input, RC approved registration of the product in its 169 th 
meeting held on 17.07.1997 without specifying reasons for ignoring the guidelines set 
by itself and it is only after the fresh review following investigation by CBI this 
omission was brought to light and RC recommended withdrawal/cancellation of 
certificate of registration. 

During the hearing, the issue whether combination of Chlorpyriphos and 
Cypermethrin is more hazardous than individual components was debated. It was 
argued on behalf of DAS that the conclusion of expert committee and RC that 
combination of Chlorpyriphos and Cypennethrin is more hazardous than individual 
components is not valid as it is based on numerical values of LD50 in rats and mice 
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even though data shows that LD 50 values are well within the World Health 
Organization’s classification of Class II for hazard potential. This contention of DAS 
was refuted on behalf of Secretariat of CIB&RC for not being in conformity with the 
classification of pesticides in the Insecticides Rules. As per classification in the 
Rules, Cypermethrin is moderately toxic (bright blue) while Chlorpyriphos is highly 
toxic (bright yellow). Their combination is in highly toxic range (bright yellow) with 
higher toxicity than that of Chlorpyriphos. This is a situation which was not 
permitted by RC’s guidelines. Therefore, RC’s recommendations made in its 314 th , 
315 th and 318 th meetings for withdrawal/cancellation of certificate of registration 
issued under section 9(3) for Chlorpyriphos 50% + Cypermethrin 5% EC formulation 
to DAS alongwith withdrawal/cancellation of 9(4) registrations on grounds of safety 
(higher toxicity) are based on rational and valid criteria. It is for this reason that it is 
not possible to accept the contention of Crop Care Federation of India made in their 
representation dated 14.04.2011 that 9(4) registration of Chlorpyriphos 50% + 
Cypermethrin 5% EC should be continued for having been widely accepted by Indian 
farmers for broad-spectrum control of insect pests in field crops, declared safe for 
manufacture, storage, distribution and use and placed in the same classification as that 
of solo formulations. Also, there is no need for hearing companies holding 
• registrations of the product Chlorpyriphos 50% + Cypermethrin 5% EC under section 
9(4) as they are not registrant under section 9(3) wherein safety aspects are examined. 

(vi) Revelations during the course of CBI’s investigation necessitated another review of 
registrations granted for the company’s products earlier. Fresh review brought out 
that grant of registration to the company’s products by RC earlier and subsequent 
review in 2007 ignored an important guideline relating to data requirements for 
registration of combination products. These events have no connection with criminal 
trial in Bhopal Gas Leak case. For act of bribery, prosecution under criminal law 
does not preclude proceedings for liabilities of civil nature under relevant laws. Thus 
it would be erroneous to conclude that proceedings under the Prevention of 
Corruption Act and those under the Insecticides Act constitute double jeopardy 
which precludes only subsequent criminal proceedings. Double jeopardy does not 
preclude ordinary civil or administrative proceedings against a person who already 
has been prosecuted for the same act or omission. There is no commonality in 
blacklisting of DAS and proceedings under the Insecticides Act either. In 
blacklisting* the Central Government has simply exercised its administrative and 
legal right as a procurer of pesticides to not procure products of DAS in conformity 
with guidelines of DGS&D. Proceedings under the Insecticides Act are for proper 
regulation of insecticides as per the scheme of that law which includes measures for 
prevention of risk to human beings and animals. 



25 


[*mT II—3(ii)] ^RcT TTO : aTOT^TR 0 ! 


(vii) No ground for apprehension of pre-detennined action on part of the Government 
should exist as action under section 27(2) has been taken up based on 
recommendations of RC after due consideration of the matter. 

(viii) Proceedings under criminal law do not preclude proceedings under the Insecticides 
Act which has different aims and objects. 

(ix) In the label and the leaflet, which are part of the certificate of registration, brand 
names of the products in question are also mentioned. When the company has 
proposed and accepted association of chemical name with brand name in the 
certificate of registration, it is disingenuous to argue at this stage that the notice 
should not have reflected any such association. 

(x) Having considered the matter in its entirety, it would not meet the ends of justice if 
the serious damage caused to the integrity of the process of registtation arid thereby 
impairing the capacity of the regulator (i.e., the Registration Committee) to 
dispassionately and objectively assess the safety aspect of the products is allowed to 
go by without action under 27(2) of the Act. 

And now, therefore, having considered the recommendations of the Registration 
Co mmi ttee made in its 314 th , 315 th and 318 th meetings, the submissions dated 30.06.2011, 
01.08.2011 and 24.08.2011 as also submissions made in the hearings held on 10.08.2011 and 
30.08.2011 on behalf of M/s Dow Agro Sciences and the submissions made on behalf of RC, it 
is hereby ordered that the Certificates of Registration for Acetamiprid Technical, Acetamiprid 
20% SP Formulation, Chlprpyriphos 10% Granules Formulation and Chlorpyriphos 50% + 
Cypermethrin 5% EC Formulation under section 9(3) the Insecticides Act, 1968 in the name of 
M/s De-Nocil Crop Protection Ltd (now M/s Dow Agro Sciences) a re hereby cancelled. It is 
also hereby ordered that all Certificates of Registration under section 9(4) for Chlorpyriphos 
50% + Cypermethrin 5% EC Formulation are cancelled. A period of two years is allowed for 
disposing of existing stocks by respective companies. The Registration Committee and State 
Governments shall ensure implementation of this order. 

: [F. No. 17-8/2007 PP. I (Vol. Ill)] 

VANDANA JAIN, Director' 
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